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University of Minnesota, Morris 
Scholastic Committee 
Minutes #5, November 26, 2002 
 
The Scholastic Committee met on November 26 at 3:00 o'clock in the Moccasin Flower room.  
An additional meeting has been scheduled for December 3rd.  Chair Leslie Meek has asked that 
members reserve time on their calendars next term for weekly meetings to allow us time for full 
discussion. 
 
Members attending: C. Strand, M. Fohl, S. Gashaw, R. Heyman, K. Klinger (Coordinator), 
B. McQuarrie, N. McPhee, L. Meek (Chair), J. Mullin, C. Specketer, M. Uttke, T. Wilson 
 
Chair Meek gave special recognition to Thelma Wilson of the Registrar’s Office, who has 
provided the Scholastic Committee with petition assistance since 1985.  Wilson is retiring. 
 
1. Minutes: The November 12 minutes were approved. 
 
2. Petitions 
 
#1186-- Allow the student to use the D earned in Biol 4102, Human Physiology, instead of the F 
earned when he repeated the course. 
 
Note: An opportunity was provided for the membership to ask to have this petition reintroduced.  
Since no motion was made to discuss it further, the positive recommendation stands.  Approved. 
 
3. Scott Hagg, Director of Admissions, met with us to discuss Admission policy.  He is working 
with Vice-Chancellor Olson-Loy to expand the readmission policy following suspension and 
asked whether the Scholastic Committee wants to be involved.  We do.  Under the academic 
progress standards proposed by the Scholastic Committee and approved for use by the Campus 
Assembly beginning in fall 2002, students who have been suspended and wish to return may 
apply to the Director of Admissions for readmission after one semester.  The director consults 
with the coordinator for a recommendation based on the student’s academic record.  Some 
evidence of progress, such as incompletes that have been made up or courses that have been taken 
elsewhere, is expected, before a return is approved.  Hagg and Olson-Loy would like to expand 
the review beyond the academic to include consultation with other units, such as Residential Life 
and Campus Security, about the student’s social adjustment to UMM. 
 
Hagg distributed copies of the Weekly Report, summarizing statistics about the numbers of UMM 
applications received, offers and commitments made, applicants’ gender, age, ethnicity, HS rank, 
ACT and AAR scores.  He cautioned us that differences between numbers last year and this are 
due in part to a change in the application date.  The numbers we viewed will go down. Since the 
numbers of applicants from North Dakota are decreasing, and since the college now offers in-
state tuition rates for all students, the Admissions staff will decrease its efforts in North Dakota 
and increase them in Iowa.  Richard Heyman asked about the admission process and what a 
student can expect in his/her interactions with UMM Admissions.  Hagg reviewed the contact, 
which often includes 20 or more communications between interest expressed and full admission.  
Above 15,000 students express interest in UMM.  A series of communications in the form of 
materials and letters leads up to the point of application.  Once the application is received, a 
different set communications follow. The application requires information about the students 
ACT, HS rank, HS transcript, extra-curricular activities, and an essay written for the application 
or a sample of the student’s written work.  It is not complete until the college receives this 
information along with a $100 application fee.  The Committee members were interested in the 
interaction among admission criteria and how to weigh the mix of criteria when reviewing 
individual applicants.  Several examples were given.  Nic McPhee noted that suspension data 
show that some students with high ACT’s don’t perform well.  Hagg replied that the applications 
from high ability students will not receive the scrutiny that the applications from a marginal 
student will.  High ability students will be admitted.  He finds use of multiple criteria essential.  
The use of the GPA has decreased among colleges because of disparities in grading.  High School 
Rank can also be problematic and can lead to inequities.  Margaret Uttke asked what efforts are 
being made to attract high ability students.  Hagg acknowledged that it is difficult in the rural 
areas to come up with something as attractive as meeting in the Twin Cities at the University 
President’s home.  A recent effort in Rochester to create something similar was not successful.  
To attract high ability students, Admissions staff are currently developing materials to highlight 
the research students conduct with faculty; Hagg recommends that similar information be 
distributed about national scholarship opportunities.  Hagg reported that he reviews all 
applications and makes the final admission decisions. 
 
Chair Meek thanked Hagg for his contributions to UMM and for his discussions with the 
Committee and asked what insights he can give us on who is going to make it here.  Hagg replied 
that we need to be very truthful with students who are interested in UMM.  Tell them honestly 
about our strengths and weaknesses. 
